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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 
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Advisory Action 



Application No. 

09/186,902 



Applicant(s) 

PUNG ET AL. 



Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

PFRinn FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

„™ tan im is ft. *»»f» pw<«~ *«r"™> ft. {"f J*^'""^ T P iSSy^5'''lv»«i''*' Mar ««" i,on;0 ' (2 >* s "''"*'" 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

1 n A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1 192(a) or any extensio^iTereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dism.ssal of the appeal. 
2D The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simphfymg the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected cla.ms. 

NOTE: . 

3.D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 



.would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 



4.D Newly proposed or amended claim(s) _ 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 
5 H The a)D affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)H request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: .sw» Continuation Sheet. 
6.D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)D will not be entered or b)E will be entered and an 
exXnation o? how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: . 



7. 



Claim(s) objected to: 

Claim(s) rejected: i^,h,ii-ib and 18-21. 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



8. D The proposed drawing correction filed on _ 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. D Other: 



isa)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner 






PRIMARY EXAWMfcB 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-303 (Rev. 04-01) 



Advisory Action 



Part of Paper No. 19 



Continuation Sheet (PTO-303) ^ ^ Application No. 

09/186,902 



Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: Applicant argues there is no mo yat on to 

combine any reference with Manning to obtain raised fibrous regions in the wipe. However, James et al. provide the 

providing raised fibrous portions to hydroentangled fabrics as giving surface texture and thus, improving aesthetics. Applicant argues 

there is no motivation in James to place a cleansing composition with the substrate. However, no rejection was made concerning 

modification of the James reference. Furthermore, no strucutre of the substrate material of Gordon or Pergozen was used in the 

rejections. 
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